Application No. 10/626,300 
Reply to Office Action of February 28, 2006 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-4, 6-9, 58 and 60-64 are currently pending in this application, as amended. 
Claims 10-57 and 65-68 were previously cancelled in response to a Restriction Requirement. 
Claim 5 has been cancelled and the subject matter of claim 5 has been incorporated into 
independent claim 1. Claim 59 has been cancelled and the subject matter of claim 59 has been 
incorporated into independent claim 58. Claims 8-9 and 61 have been rewritten in independent 
form. The subject matter of claim 59 has also been incorporated into independent claims 63 and 
64. Accordingly, no new matter has been added. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 

Claims 1-4 and 6-7 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 4,974,1 15 ("Breidegam et al." hereinafter, "Breidegam"). 

The Examiner has indicated that claim 5 would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form. The subject matter of claim 5 has been incorporated into independent claim 1 . Claims 2-4 
and 6-7 remain dependent from amended claim 1. Accordingly, claims 1-4 and 6-7 now contain 
the subject matter the Examiner deemed allowable, and therefore, the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(b) with respect to claims 1-4 and 6-7 should be withdrawn. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Rejection of claims 58, 60 and 63-64 

Claims 58, 60 and 63-64 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious 
over Breidegam in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,083,117 ("Hoigaard"). 

Withdrawal of the rejections of claims 58, 60 and 63-64 is respectfully requested for at 
least the following reasons. 

Claims 58 and 60 

The Examiner has indicated that claim 59 would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form. The subject matter of claim 59 has been incorporated into independent claim 58. Claim 
60 remains dependant upon independent claim 58. Accordingly, claims 58 and 60 now contain 
the subject matter the Examiner deemed allowable, and therefore, the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) with respect to claims 58 and 60 should be withdrawn. 



7 



Application No. 10/626,300 
Reply to Office Action of February 28, 2006 

Claims 63 and 64 

The Examiner has indicated that claim 59 would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form. The subject matter of claim 59 has also been incorporated into independent claims 63 and 
64. Accordingly, claims 63 and 64 now contain the subject matter the Examiner deemed 
allowable, and therefore, the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) with respect to claims 63 and 64 
should be withdrawn. 

Rejection of claim 62 

Claim 62 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over Breidegam in 
view of Hoigaard and U.S. Patent No. 6,529,1 19 ("Kumar et al." hereinafter, "Kumar"). 

Withdrawal of the rejections of claim 62 is respectfully requested for at least the 
following reasons. 

Claim 62 

The Examiner has indicated that claim 59 would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form. The subject matter of claim 59 has been incorporated into independent claim 58. Claim 
62 remains dependant upon independent claim 58. Accordingly, claim 62 now contains the 
subject matter the Examiner deemed allowable, and therefore, the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) with respect to claim 62 should be withdrawn. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner has indicated that claims 5, 8-9, 59 and 61 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected based claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim 5 has been cancelled and the subject matter of claim 5 has been incorporated into 
independent claim 1. Claims 2-4 and 6-7 remain dependent from amended claim 1. 

Claims 8-9 have been rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
original claim 1 . 

Claim 59 has been cancelled and the subject matter of claim 59 has been incorporated 
into independent claim 58. Claims 60 and 62 remain dependent from claim 58. 
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Claim 61 has been rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
original claim 58. 

The subject matter of claim 59 has also been incorporated into independent claims 63 and 



Accordingly, the objection to claims 5 and 59 has been effectively rendered moot, and the 
objection to claims 8-9 and 61 has been overcome and should be withdrawn. 

Further, claims 1-4, 6-9, 58, and 60-64 now contain the subject matter the Examiner 
deemed allowable. 

CONCLUSION 

It is respectfully submitted that the present application, as amended, including claims 1-4, 
6-9, 58 and 60-64, is in condition for substantive consideration and such action is respectfully 
requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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